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just tax more, you’ll be able to in-
crease the money coming to the Fed-
eral Government to pay for all these
programs, these new programs that
they want to enact.

In fact, what happens if you tax
more, you decrease money coming to
the Federal Government. And every
single President that has decreased
taxes recognized that. John Kennedy
did when he decreased taxes, saw a sig-
nificant increase to the Federal Gov-
ernment in terms of revenue. Ronald
Reagan did when he decreased taxes,
saw an increasing amount of money to
the Federal Government. And certainly
in this administration we’ve seen sig-
nificant increased revenues to the Fed-
eral Government. When you decrease
taxes, money to the Federal Govern-
ment increases. Again, it sounds
counterintuitive; but it’s not, because
what happens is that American people
get to keep more of their hard-earned
money.

And you remember, Mr. Speaker, we
talked about choices, who ought to be
able to choose. One of the most funda-
mental principles that we believe, I be-
lieve, is that the American individual,
the American citizen ought to be the
one that has the right to choose when
they save or they spend or they invest,
not the Federal Government, with
their money. So many of our good
friends on the other side believe that
they can make better decisions than
the American people with that hard-
earned taxpayer money.

We believe that you ought to be able
to get to a balanced budget without
raising taxes. We have a bill that will
allow that to happen. We strongly en-
courage our friends on the other side to
support it.

We believe that taxpayers have a
right to fundamental and fair tax re-
form. Some of my friends are sup-
porters of a flat tax, a flat income tax.
Some are supporters of a fair tax, the
national retail sales tax, which I be-
lieve to be the most appropriate way to
align our form of taxation in our Na-
tion with our form of commerce. We
would then incentivize all the things
that we say that we want, like hard
work and vision and entrepreneurship
and success. Right now we punish all
those things. Our current tax system
punishes people when they do more,
when they succeed, when they die.
Those aren’t things we ought to be tax-
ing. My goodness.

And we believe also that the tax-
payers have a right to a supermajority
required for any tax increase. In fact,
as you know, Mr. Speaker, that was the
rule of the House until this new major-
ity took over. When they changed the
rules on the very first day that we met
in January of this year, they changed
the rule to make it so that it only took
a majority to raise taxes on any bill
that comes through this House, not a
supermajority, which meant 60 percent
before.

So, Mr. Speaker, it’s very clear. We
believe, I believe, that working to-
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gether positively, productively we can
solve the challenges that we have be-
fore us.

It’s an incredible honor to represent
the Sixth District of Georgia in this
United States House of Representa-
tives. It’s an incredible honor for each
and every one of us to be a Member
here.

But what our constituents demand of
us, I believe, is responsibility to act to-
gether and to work together in a posi-
tive way, in an uplifting way, in a way
that will make certain that we pre-
serve the American Dream and a sys-
tem in place, an economic system in
place that will allow the majority of
Americans, the vast majority of Ameri-
cans, if not every single American, the
opportunity to succeed in his or her
own life.

I challenge my colleagues across the
aisle to work together positively in
that direction. I know that you’ve got
partners who will assist you on this
side.

—————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a)
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
RESOLUTIONS

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (during the
Special Order of Mr. PRICE of Georgia),
from the Committee on Rules, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
110-332) on the resolution (H. Res. 659)
waiving a requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIII with respect to consideration
of certain resolutions reported from
the Committee on Rules, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2761, TERRORISM RISK IN-
SURANCE REVISION AND EXTEN-
SION ACT OF 2007

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (during the
Special Order of Mr. PRICE of Georgia),
from the Committee on Rules, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
110-333) on the resolution (H. Res. 660)
providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 2761) to extend the Terrorism In-
surance Program of the Department of
the Treasury, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———

LIVING VICTIMS OF 9/11

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KLEIN of Florida). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 18, 2007,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, 1 week ago today, we
marked the sixth anniversary of the
tragic events of September 11, 2001. I
appreciate the opportunity to speak
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today about an issue that faces not just
my district, where the attack on the
United States occurred, where the
World Trade Center once stood, but our
entire Nation.

I am honored to be here today to sup-
port legislation sponsored by CAROLYN
MALONEY and myself and others. CARO-
LYN has been such a strong advocate
for the living victims of 9/11.

I also want to thank Chairmen
GEORGE MILLER and FRANK PALLONE
for the recent hearings they have held
on this issue, one last week and one
earlier today.

I am pleased to announce that yes-
terday, along with Congresswoman
MALONEY and others, I introduced es-
sential new legislation that would en-
sure that everyone exposed to World
Trade Center toxins, no matter where
they live now or in the future, would
have a right to high-quality medical
monitoring and treatment and access
to a reopened victim compensation
fund for their losses.

Whether you are a first responder
who toiled without proper protection,
who came to help in the rescue and re-
covery from New York, from elsewhere
in New York or from elsewhere in the
country, or whether you’re an area
resident worker or student who was
caught in the plume, or subject to on-
going indoor contamination, if you
were harmed by the environmental ef-
fects of 9/11, you would be eligible.

This bill builds on the best ideas
brought to Congress thus far, and on
the infrastructure already in place pro-
viding critical treatment and moni-
toring.

Mr. Speaker, when the World Trade
Center collapsed on September 11, 2001,
the towers sent up a plume of poi-
sonous dust that blanketed Lower
Manhattan and parts of Brooklyn,
Queens, and New Jersey. A toxic cloud
of lead, dioxin, asbestos, mercury, Ben-
zene, PCBs, PAHs and other hazardous
contaminants swirled around the site
and around Lower Manhattan and
Brooklyn and Jersey City as rescue
workers labored furiously in the wreck-
age, many without adequate protective
gear. Thousands of first responders in-
haled this poisonous dust before it set-
tled onto and into countless homes,
shops and office buildings where it re-
mains to this day.

Mr. Speaker, I've always said that
there were two coverups conducted
here, two coverups conducted by the
administration. The first coverup was
that the air was okay, that no one
would get sick from the exposure to
World Trade Center dust at or near
Ground Zero. The administration de-
nied the air was toxic and insisted that
no one would get sick. They lied. They
lied deliberately to the American peo-
ple, to the people of New York, to the
first responders. They said the air was
safe, when they had test results saying
it was toxic. As a result, tests at Mt.
Sinai Hospital published in a peer re-
viewed medical study just about a year
ago revealed that of the 10,000 first re-
sponders tested, over 70 percent suffer
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from lung disease at this point, or at
least as of last year. We have seen this
in test after test and study after study.
All the literature goes in the same di-
rection. Thousands of people are sick
who need not have been sick. Thou-
sands of people are sick because the ad-
ministration lied, and because OSHA
failed to do its job.

Mr. Speaker, there was air pollution
at the site of the Pentagon attack on
this country also. But OSHA, the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration, enforced the law. Nobody was
permitted to work on the site without
wearing proper respiratory protective
gear, as the law demands.

Mr. Speaker, nobody is suffering lung
damage or respiratory disease today as
a result of participating in the rescue
and recovery efforts at the Pentagon.
But in Lower Manhattan, somebody
made a deliberate decision not to en-
force the occupational safety and
health laws. OSHA did not enforce the
laws. People were permitted on the site
without respirators. Indeed, public offi-
cials went to the site and wore only
masks, paper masks, which were worse
than useless, we are told by the sci-
entists. Many workers worked without
respirators. Many workers had no ac-
cess to respirators. Police officers have
testified they had no access to res-
pirators.

Many workers who did have access to
respirators believed the assurances
they got that the air was safe and
didn’t use the respirators because they
got in the way of the work. The result
is, thousands of people are sick and
some are dead, unnecessarily, as a re-
sult of the malfeasance, the deliberate
malfeasance of the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, two things establish a
moral obligation on the Federal Gov-
ernment. One, the people who were
hurt, the people who are sick as a re-
sult of participating in the clean up,
the people who are sick as a result of
living in Lower Manhattan or working
in Lower Manhattan, the government
workers who returned to government
offices in the Securities and Exchange
Commission or other government agen-
cies and worked there before the build-
ings had been cleaned and are now sick
as a result, are sick for two reasons.
They are sick because of the terrorist
attack on this country, and they are
sick because their government lied to
them and urged people to go back into
unsafe environments and told people
things were safe when they weren’t.

We owe, the Federal Government
owes a moral debt to all these victims.
Because they are victims of a terrorist
attack on this country, the words of
Abraham Lincoln apply. Abraham Lin-
coln said that it is the duty of all of us
to care for him who shall have borne
the battle. The people who are sick
today with deadly illnesses, with long-
term illnesses, are just as much vic-
tims of the terrorists as those 3,000
people who were killed on 9/11, and the
United States Government owes them
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long-term health care, monitoring and
treatment because they are victims of
the attack on the United States. Al
Qaeda didn’t attack them individually.
They attacked United States. They
happen to be the individual victims.

Secondly, they are victimized be-
cause, many of them, perhaps most of
them would not have gotten sick if the
Federal Government had not lied to
them and if the Federal Government
had not decided not to enforce the oc-
cupational safety and health laws.
That too establishes a moral obligation
to care for the victims of the Federal
malfeasance.

Now, that is all the first coverup. But
as a result of the Mt. Sinai study, as a
result of other studies that have come
out all within the last year as a result
of some newspaper reports, that cover-
up has unraveled. Almost nobody today
still maintains that these people aren’t
sick as a result of 9/11. The only ques-
tion is how best to deal with that sick-
ness.

And the answer, we believe, is that
the Federal Government should adopt
the bill, Congress should adopt the bill
that Congresswoman MALONEY and I
and others introduced that provides
two things: one, reopen the victims
compensation fund for people whose
health was damaged, who weren’t im-
mediately killed, but whose lives were
perhaps shortened, whose health was
damaged as a result of 9/11 of the at-
tack on our country.

And, secondly, provide for long-term
medical monitoring and treatment
through the centers of excellence,
through the institutions that have
treated people and through a network
of institutions that would be, not
formed, but would be brought into a
network around the country that
would be fed the latest data on diag-
nosis and treatment. So this legisla-
tion ought to be adopted.

Secondly, Senator CLINTON and I
have introduced legislation of a more
immediate nature to appropriate $1.9
billion for the next 5 years to provide
for this medical monitoring and treat-
ment in case we cannot immediately
adopt the long-term legislation that
Congresswoman MALONEY and I have
introduced. The mayor of New York es-
timates that the annual cost of treat-
ment for the first responders is now
about $198 million and will increase to
$413 million in the next few years as
more and more people need more and
more treatment.

But I said there were two coverups.
The second coverup is the failure of
EPA to clean up indoor contamination.
When the World Trade Center col-
lapsed, it released, as I said, thousands
of tons of toxic dust and debris. Much
of it settled on the ground and in the
air outdoors; much of it blew in
through windows and into heating
vents and air conditioning vents, into
buildings, all throughout Manhattan
and Queens and Brooklyn and perhaps
New Jersey.
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Now, nature cleans up the outdoor
air. The rain washes the toxins away.
The wind blows them away.

O 1830

Nature does not clean up the indoor
air. Only people can clean up the in-
door air. Only people can clean up the
residue of those toxins that are still
there. And if they are not properly
cleaned up, they will stay there, and
they will stay there forever, poisoning
people on a daily basis. And that is ex-
actly what we have reason to believe is
going on.

Now, the EPA said people should
clean up on their own. Under the
Giuliani administration, the City of
New York said landlords should clean
up the exterior surfaces of buildings
and the public spaces in the buildings
but let the tenants, individual tenants,
individual residents, individual small
business owners and large business
owners, to clean up their space, with-
out providing any help or expertise to
do so. And, of course, most of these
spaces were not properly cleaned.

The EPA and New York City Depart-
ment of Health put on its Web site very
early on that if you came home and
you saw World Trade Center dust in
your apartment, clean it up with a wet
mop and a wet rag. And if there is a lot
of dust, if it’s really thick, consider
using a HEPA filter.

Now, this advice is illegal because
the law says you may not remove or
move asbestos-containing material un-
less you are trained and certified and
licensed to do so and unless you are
wearing a moon suit, proper protective
equipment. OSHA, the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration,
ruled that all World Trade Center dust
had to be presumed to be asbestos-con-
taining material because there were
thousands of tons of asbestos in the
World Trade Center. We know that. So
this advice said illegally move this ma-
terial.

Now, when we had a hearing in our
subcommittee, the Subcommittee on
the Constitution, Civil Rights, and
Civil Liberties, back in June, I inquired
of Christie Todd Whitman, the former
head of EPA at the time, I said, Gov-
ernor Whitman, when you were admin-
istrator of EPA, if you were told that
some company or some individuals who
were not trained to do so were remov-
ing asbestos-containing material, what
would you do?

She said, We would certainly have ar-
rested them.

I said, If you were told they were dis-
posing of that material in the garage,
in the regular garage, what would you
have done?

We would certainly have arrested
them, she said.

But EPA and the City Department of
Health put on their Web site the advice
to do exactly that to every individual
who saw the World Trade Center dust
in their own apartment.

So this was illegal advice, but it was
also unsafe advice. It was also unsafe
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advice because if you remove asbestos-
containing material without wearing
proper respiratory protection, you are
guaranteed to inhale some of that, and
that’s poison. That’s toxic. Not to men-
tion all the other toxins that we know
were in that dust. And, also, if you are
not trained properly how to do this,
you are not going to do a thorough job.
You may think you have cleaned your
apartment or your office, but the mate-
rial is still going to be in the drapes.
It’s still going to be in the carpets. It’s
still going to be in the porous wood
surfaces. It’s still going to be in the
HVAC system. It’s still going to be be-
hind the refrigerator or the stove. And
every time the baby crawls on that car-
pet for the next however many years,
the baby is going to release some into
the atmosphere and is going to inhale
it. So these indoor spaces are unsafe to
work or live in. And we are daily poi-
soning people.

How many such spaces? Tens of
apartments, hundreds of apartments,
thousands of apartments, tens of thou-
sands of apartments? We don’t know.
Over what geographic area does this
spread? We don’t know because EPA,
the Federal Government, never did any
proper testing.

Now, they say they did testing, but
the EPA’s own Inspector General says
it was nonsense. The EPA says it did a
cleanup in 2002, an indoor cleanup, on a
voluntary basis of several thousand
apartments. But the EPA’s own Inspec-
tor General said it was a phony cleanup
for any number of reasons I won’t go
into now. And every time that anyone
qualified has looked at this, they have
labeled what has been done hazardous
and phony.

At my request, back in February and
March of 2002, the EPA’s ombudsman
held public hearings in lower Manhat-
tan to talk about the indoor contami-
nation to examine this. What did the
EPA do? They dismantled the ombuds-
man’s office after telling people not to
attend the hearing. The EPA Inspector
General released a report in August of
2003 labeling the EPA’s actions atro-
cious and its cleanup phony. What did
the EPA do? It ignored the rec-
ommendations.

Under pressure from Senator CLINTON
and myself and others, the EPA in 2004
formed a scientific advisory panel to
look into this and to advise us what
ought to be done. But when the sci-
entific advisory panel of people hand
picked by the EPA started coming to
the conclusions similar to what I have
been stating here, what did the EPA
do? Did they listen? No. They disman-
tled the panel and they didn’t permit
them to issue a report. The administra-
tion has promised us reports; we
haven’t seen them.

What has to be done? What has to be
done is what the Inspector General rec-
ommended 4 years ago. What the In-
spector General said was that there has
to be active testing of indoor spaces,
several hundred indoor spaces, in con-
centric circles from the World Trade
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Center. Why concentric circles? To see
how far the contamination expanded
and still exists.

Now, the EPA, when they talked
about their cleanup, they established
an arbitrary line. They said, We con-
sider that the problem is limited to
lower Manhattan below Canal Street,
as if there were a 30,000-foot-high wall
at Canal Street blocking the plume
from going north of Canal Street, as if
there were a 30,000-foot wall across the
East River and the Hudson River pro-
tecting New Jersey and Queens and
Brooklyn. Well, I've never seen any
evidence of that 30,000-foot wall. We
have to assume that the toxins went in
these places too. We have to find out
where they went. That’s why the In-
spector General instructed us that we
should properly inspect several hun-
dred indoor spaces, randomly selected
indoor spaces, in concentric circles
from the World Trade Center to see
where the contamination extended to.
And it may be that in one direction it
extends three blocks and in another di-
rection three miles. It may be, as I
said, that we are talking about a few
hundred apartments or tens of thou-
sands. We don’t know. But wherever
that extended, wherever the tests in
the concentric circles show that those
toxins are present indoors, we must
draw lines on the map, and then we
must go into every single building in
those geographic areas, however small
or large the areas may be, and profes-
sionally clean them up. This may take
several hundred million dollars; it may
take several billion dollars. We won’t
know the extent of it until we do the
testing. But as long as we don’t do that
testing, we have to assume, from ev-
erything we know, that hundreds,
maybe thousands, maybe tens of thou-
sands of people are being poisoned
daily and will come down 10 years from
now with mesothelioma, with lung can-
cer, asbestosis, and other dreaded dis-
eases because they are living or work-
ing in contaminated environments.

And we know something else about
these kinds of contaminated environ-
ments. We know the effects of the tox-
ins are cumulative. That is to say, if
you waved a magic wand tomorrow and
cleaned up all the contaminated indoor
spaces, a certain number of people, we
don’t know how many, we don’t know
whom, but a certain number of people,
because of the failure over the last 6
years to clean up these indoor spaces,
because they worked there for 6 years,
are unavoidably destined to come down
with these dreaded diseases because we
didn’t clean it up 6 years ago. But if we
don’t wave that magic wand, if we
don’t conduct a proper cleanup, then a
much larger number of people will
come down with lung cancer, mesothe-
lioma, asbestosis, and so forth 10 and 15
years from now. And the liability, the
tort liability, of billions, tens of bil-
lions, maybe hundreds of billions of
dollars, will mount up and mount up.

Now, this second coverup is still cov-
ered up in the sense that the govern-
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ment doesn’t admit the problem. On
the first coverup that thousands of peo-
ple are sick, almost nobody denies it
anymore. We know that. The only
question is what we do about it, and I
spoke about that a few minutes ago.
We should make sure that people are
plugged into centers of excellence and
networks and we should pass legisla-
tion affording them Ilong-term health
care, monitoring and services. But this
problem that we still have, people who
will come down with these dread dis-
eases unnecessarily because they are
being exposed on a daily basis to World
Trade Center toxins that were never
cleaned up, this is still unadmitted by
the EPA or by the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, if we are going to be
true to what we have said about the he-
roes of 9/11, if we are going to be true
to what Abraham Lincoln said when he
said that it is our duty to care for him
who shall have borne the battle, we
must do two things: We must provide
for the long-term monitoring and
health care by passing the bill that
CAROLYN and others and I introduced
yesterday. We must also demand that
EPA implement a proper indoor testing
and cleaning program. Not a cleanup
that the EPA’s own scientific advisory
panel says is a joke and a fraud, not a
cleanup that the EPA’s Inspector Gen-
eral says is woefully inadequate, but a
proper cleanup to test buildings thor-
oughly, to test for all pollutants, not
just for one or two, and that is not lim-
ited by arbitrary geographic bound-
aries in a way that allows the EPA to
minimize its responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, for the past 6 years, we
have demanded that the EPA, that this
administration, fulfill its legal man-
date to protect the public health by
telling the truth about post-9/11 air
quality and by implementing a sci-
entifically sound testing and cleanup
program to address indoor contamina-
tion. They have absolutely failed on
both fronts. The Federal Government
has incurred a heavy moral liability
because the blood of many of the peo-
ple who will die early because of these
diseases lies on the hands not only of
the terrorists but of the administration
officials who lied to the people about
the conditions and therefore caused
people to work in unsafe environments
and who are continuing to allow people
to work today in unsafe environments.
If we are to be true to the survivors
and the heroes of 9/11, we must learn
something of this nightmare so that,
God forbid, if there is a disaster, nat-
ural or manmade, we will protect the
innocent rather than allowing our mal-
feasance and carelessness to shorten
the lives of thousands of people.

Now, when we have talked about this
in the past, some people have said, and
Christie Todd Whitman, the former ad-
ministrator of EPA has said, the fault
for all the people who are suffering and
dying is the fault of the terrorists. Of
course that is partially true. If the ter-
rorists hadn’t attacked us, none of
these people would be sick.
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But it is the job of government and of
government officials to minimize dam-
ages, to mitigate damages, to make
sure that the number of people who get
sick and die because of a terrorist at-
tack is the fewest possible. Not to act
in such a way that thousands of people
who would have been fine had it not
been for the malfeasance of govern-
ment are not going to be fine. So for
that it is the terrorists’ fault but it is
also the fault of these government offi-
cials. And that is another reason why
the government has a heavy moral re-
sponsibility to clean up the indoor en-
vironment so that people stop being
further exposed to the toxins so that
we put a halt to further numbers of
people getting sick from this. And, sec-
ondly, the government has a heavy
moral responsibility to help those who
have lost their jobs because they can
no longer breathe, who are getting
sick, who are sick, to minimize their
damages by making sure that their
health care is not a problem, by enact-
ing legislation to provide for long-term
health care and monitoring.

So I thank you for yielding to me. I
hope that these rather harsh words but
realistic words and absolutely truthful
words will get some response from an
administration that has been com-
pletely callous toward the survivors
and has paid only lip service toward
the survivors, and I hope that we can
redeem the moral values that we all
share on behalf of the Federal Govern-
ment by doing the right thing in the
future on this if we have not done so in
the past, which we have not.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. KNOLLENBERG (at the request of
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of
personal reasons.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SESTAK) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SESTAK, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. PoOE, for 5 minutes, September 25.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, September 25.

Mr. PENCE, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida,
for 5 minutes, September 20.

Mr. HULSHOF, for 5 minutes,
tember 19.

Sep-
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Mr. HAYES, for 5 minutes, today.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 954. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
366 West 1256th Street in New York, New
York, as the ‘“‘Percy Sutton Post Office
Building”’.

H.R. 2669. An act to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to section 601 of the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year
2008.

H.R. 3218. An act to designate a portion of
Interstate Route 395 located in Baltimore,
Maryland, as ‘‘Cal Ripken Way’’.

————
[0 1845

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 45 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, September 19,
2007, at 10 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3304. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisitions, Technology and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report detailing purchases from
foreign entities in FY 2006, pursuant to Pub-
lic Law 109-359, section 8030(b); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

3305. A letter from the Office of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting a
copy of a report entitled, ‘‘Letter Report:
Audit of Advisory Neighborhood Commission
6B for Fiscal Years 2005 Through 2007, as of
March 31, 2007,” pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 47-117(d); to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

3306. A letter from the Chairman, Broad-
casting Board of Governors, transmitting the
Broadcasting Board of Governors’ 2006 An-
nual Report, pursuant to Section 305(a)(9) of
the U.S. International Broadcasting Act of
1994, Pub. L. 103-236, pursuant to 22 U.S.C.
6204; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3307. A letter from the Executive Director,
Commodity Futures Trading Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s fiscal year
2007 FAIR Act inventory, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 501; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

3308. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s annual report for FY 2006 prepared in
accordance with Section 203 of the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR
Act), Public Law 107-174; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

3309. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Administration and Management, Com-
petitive Sourcing Official, Department of
Labor, transmitting pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Federal Activities Inventory Re-
form (FAIR) Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-270), the
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Department’s 2006 Revised Inventory of In-
herently Governmental Activities and Inven-
tory of Commercial Activities; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

3310. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Administration and Management, Com-
petitive Sourcing Official, Department of
Labor, transmitting pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Federal Activities Inventory Re-
form (FAIR) Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-270), the
Department’s 2006 Inventory of Inherently
Governmental Activities and Inventory of
Commercial Activities; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3311. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s an-
nual report for FY 2006 prepared in accord-
ance with the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation
Act of 2002, Public Law 107-174; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

3312. A letter from the Chairman and CEO,
Farm Credit Administration, transmitting
pursuant to the provisions of the Federal Ac-
tivities Inventory Reform (FAIR) Act of 1998
(Pub. L. 105-270), the Administration’s FY
2007 inventory of inherently governmental
activities; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

3313. A letter from the Inspector General,
General Services Administration, transmit-
ting the Audit Report Register, including all
financial recommendations, for the period
ending March 31, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

3314. A letter from the EEO Director, Na-
tional Mediation Board, transmitting the
Board’s FY 2006 report, pursuant the require-
ments of section 203 of the Notification and
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and
Retaliation Act of 2002 (No Fear Act); to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

3315. A letter from the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, transmitting the
Office’s Fiscal Year 2006 list of commercial
activities in accordance with the Federal Ac-
tivities Inventory Reform (FAIR) Act of 1998
(Pub. L. 105-270); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

3316. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Federal Activities Inventory Reform
(FAIR) Act Inventory Summary as of June
30, 2006; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3317. A letter from the Inspector General,
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting
the budget request for the Office of Inspector
General, Railroad Retirement Board, for fis-
cal year 2009, prepared in compliance with
OMB Circular No. A-11; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3318. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; Norwalk River, Norwalk,
CT [CGD01-07-019] (RIN: 1625-AA09) received
September 13, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3319. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Special Local Regu-
lations for Marine Events; Choptank River,
Cambridge, MD [Docket No. CGD05-07-046]
(RIN: 1625-AA08) received September 13, 2007,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

3320. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting
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